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Open Access is now central to academic publishing, regardless of whether your team
colours are green or gold. Ahead of Open Access Week, Natalia Madjarevic writes
that she has witnessed increased media coverage as a result of green OA and that
libraries must respond with a touch of creativity to open access policies.
Libraries have always been advocates of  Open Access (OA), providing repository
services to collect , share and preserve open access versions of  research papers.
The Finch Report  and the new RCUK OA policy mark a t ransformat ion to the way in which
research is published and made available in the UK. Making government funded research free at
the point  of  access will inevitably af fect  the way in which inst itut ional repositories such as LSE
Research Online (disclosure – I manage this service) develop in the future. However, it  is now more
than ever that academic libraries must cont inue to advance services which support  open access to
research during what was recent ly dubbed the ‘biggest change for four centuries in the way that
the public gets to read academic research’.  Libraries must provide services, whether that be
repository infrastructures or OA support , to ensure research and underlying materials are widely
disseminated and meet funder requirements.
Authors are now faced with growing requirements to make publicly funded research OA. Gold OA
is strongly recommended by RCUK, involving the payment of  art icle processing charges (APCs),
yet  the policy allows both Green and Gold OA routes as clarif ied in a recent RCUK blog post. There
will consequent ly be a mixed Green and Gold economy as policy changes are adopted and journals
establish various modes of  compliance. During this t ime, libraries must promote exist ing OA
knowledge and provide advice on ident ifying compliant journals and interpret ing embargo
procedures depending on specif ic funding bodies. For authors going down the Green route (i.e.
making a post-print  version of  their paper, including changes made af ter peer-review, available in a
repository within a certain t imeframe) libraries must cont inue to provide repository services to
collect , share and preserve outputs. Repositories will also serve as plat forms through which to
enable text  and data mining, a key driver of  the CC-BY licence requirement. During this t ransit ion
period, with both Green and Gold OA in use and with authors faced with various publishing routes
and requirements, it  is important that  libraries cont inue to enable authors to fulf il research council
policies and disseminate their work as widely as possible.
Inst itut ions will also need to build processes to manage APCs incurred by Gold OA. Many libraries
already manage similar funds, such as OA funds allocated by the Wellcome Trust, of ten alongside
inst itut ional research divisions. Libraries are in a central posit ion to coordinate the implementat ion
of OA payment systems, including online payment plat forms designed to mediate OA payments
between universit ies, publishers and funders. In addit ion, libraries must assess how funds are
eventually shif ted and reallocated from tradit ional subscript ion models to avoid ‘double-dipping.’
Research Data Management is the next big development. As libraries have taken the lead in
storing and preserving tradit ional research outputs via archiving in inst itut ional repositories, so
they will also play a part  in the development of  research data repositories. Many inst itut ions are
already drawing up Research Data Management policies, and digital repository services for open
data are emerging at  universit ies across the country (see University of  Oxford and University of
Essex). The RCUK OA policy states that peer reviewed papers in receipt  of  RCUK funding must:
include details of the funding that supported the research, and a statement on how the underlying
research materials – such as data, samples or models – can be accessed. Libraries, and inst itut ions
as a whole, must respond by ensuring researchers are able to share underlying research materials
in a way that f its into the researcher workf low and meets funder policies. Many inst itut ional
repositories already hold research data sets yet  this is a huge area of  growth. Building on the
expert ise of  implement ing and managing research repositories, libraries will facilitate sharing
research data.
Addit ional Finch Report  recommendat ions include the need for libraries to broaden digital
collect ions in preserving items such as grey literature, digital archives, theses and dissertat ions.
Although many libraries already curate such materials, part icularly with deposit  processes in place
to collect  electronic copies of  PhD theses upon submission, such collect ions have scope for
advancement. An example of  a forward-thinking grey literature repository is the Inst itute of
Educat ion’s UK Digital Educat ion Repository Archive which collects of f icial publicat ions in the area
of educat ion. Preserving such materials builds upon tradit ional librarianship fundamentals: building
unique and relevant collect ions, sharing and storing for posterity. Further growth areas for digital
repositories include providing OA journal publishing plat forms using exist ing repository
infrastructures.
Many UK inst itut ional repositories will also be the source of  bibliographic data for the Research
Excellence Framework 2014. Providing quality bibliographic metadata for the REF is an important
facilitat ing role of  libraries in report ing accurate publicat ions informat ion to HEFCE. It  is likely that
all material submit ted to the next assessment of  research quality af ter REF2014 will be required to
be made available via OA. Libraries must be enablers and encourage REF2014 papers to be made
OA as extensively as possible.
The Finch Report  and the RCUK OA policy acts as a signal for libraries to evolve in support ing the
academic publishing process. OA is now a central HE topic regardless of  the advantages or
disadvantages of  Gold and Green OA routes. As someone who manages an inst itut ional
repository, I’ve already seen the benef its of  increased media coverage in encouraging researchers
to deposit  full-text  versions of  their papers via Green OA. Libraries must therefore follow
developing policy direct ions closely in order to engage with the academic community and to ensure
we proact ively support  access to research as widely as possible. It  is the role of  libraries to be
facilitators and respond creat ively during the mixed Gold/Green economy and throughout future
policy developments.
Note: This article gives the views of the author(s), and not the position of the Impact of Social
Sciences blog, nor of the London School of Economics.
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